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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 



Applicant(s) 



Examirn 



\ 



Group Art Unit 



— The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period for Reply _ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE ^ MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 

OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication . 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 



Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on_ 
!s/This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 



Disposition of Claims 



Of the above claim(s) — 

□ Claim(s) 

^CIaim(s)- 

□ Claim(s) 



□ Claims- 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-(d) 

□ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 



_ is/are pending in the application. 

is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
. is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

- is/are objected to. 

- are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 



□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 

*Certified copies not received: 

Attachment(s) 



□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s).- 
^Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-892 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 



□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Other 



Office Action Summary 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PT0-326 (Rev. 9-97) 



•U.S. GPO: 1997-433-221/62717 
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1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.SC. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aiello et 
al'307 in view of Aiollo et al'928. 

Rejection grounds continue to be those set forth in the previous office (Paper No. 9). 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 2/13/02 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant, in his remarks, argues that: (1) "[accordingly Aiolle'928 fails to teach 
Applicant's continuously changing signal ; and the combination of the two Aiello patents — even if 
it were a proper combination — would fail to make Applicant's claimed invention obvious" 
(emphasis added) and (2) "[e]ven apart from that, the cited Aiolle patents are nol properly 
combined, and in fact neither of them is even properly in this case. The present application is 
entitled 'UNIVERSAL GAMING ENGINE (emphasis added)." 

With respect to the arguments, the examiner carefully reviews the applied references and 
claimed invention. First, Aiolle'928 shows a pseudo-random generator having time feature. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the output(s) of 
pseudo-random generator is changed by the time feature. Second, the amended title is " 
METHOD FOR GENERATING RANDOM NUMBERS" (see PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT 
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filed 8/3 1/98) and the preamble of independent claim 26 "[a] method for generating random 
numbers " It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the claimed 
invention claims a "pseudo-random generator". It is also noted that pseudo-random generator is 
used in various systems such as security, telecommunication and gaming systems. See US Pat. 
4,527,798 (filed 2/23/1981) title "RAMDOM NUMBER GENERATING TECHNIQUES AND 
GAMING EQUIPMENT EMPLOYING SUCH TECHNIQUES". Therefore, the rejection is 
proper. 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Cited reference is art of interest. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tan V. Mai whose telephone number is (703) 305-9761 . The examiner can 
normally be reached on Tue-Fri from 6:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Greg Morse, can be reached on (703) 308-4789. The fax phone numbers for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned are: 

After-final (703) 746-7238 

Official (703) 746-7239 

Non-Official/Draft (703) 746-7240. 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 




TAN V.MAI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



